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Purpose

Provide an overview of the

Accreditation Rating
Recommendation Tool

Fecommended Course Rating
Schoal: I:l Course: cCo

Conduct of Training (CoT Training Support (TS Proponent Functions (PF
st s R o T st [ e o oo B s
Weight — 1 0Eg 0 ieight — 1 0E 1] eight — 1 0E 1]
1 1 11 1 17 1
2 1 12 1 18 1
3 1 13 1 19 1
4 1 14 1 20 1
5 1 15 1 2 1
5 1 16 1 22 1
7 1 23 1
g 1 24 1
9 1
0o 1
Totas a3 2.4 u] Tatals 2 24 0 T otals 5] 1.2 0
Total Scare 740 Total Score 4.40 Total Scare 7.20
CoT Rating/F ercent Amiber Ta% TS Rating/P ercert Amber T3% PF R ating/F ercent Green S0%
CoT Weighting Fador 3 TS Weighting Factor 2 PF Weighting Factor 1

Weighted P ercent Scores:

CoT 222
TS 147
PF 0.90
Weighted Average Score 076 = 7EB%

Fundtional Area Rating Criteria

Green 80% to 100%
Aumber B0% to 73%
0% to 59%




How PME Template Works

Workbook contains a worksheet for —
> Each course evaluated
> Each education system (OES, WOES, and NCOES), and
> Overall PME recommendation

Course worksheet
> Ratings (MET, MET W/CMT, NOT MET, or NA/NO) are entered
for each standard
> Worksheet calculates percentage rating for COT, TS, and PF
and overall rating (green, amber, or red) for the course

System Roll-Up worksheet
> Worksheet combines ratings for all courses evaluated in
the system and calculates percentage rating for COT, TS,
and PF, and overall rating (Full, Conditional, or Candidate)
for the system

PME Roll-Up worksheet
> Worksheet combines ratings for all systems evaluated;
calculates overall percentage rating for COT, TS, and PF;
and calculates overall recommended accreditation rating
for Professional Military Education




How PME Template Works, Con’t
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OBC Recommended Rating

. e e

Fecommended Course Rating

TSsel // Schoal: | |  Course: OBC
~— (
! Conduct of Training (CaT) | Training Support (TS Proponert Functions (PF
ot [T v RGN o N 0 ot [T vt A
Weight — 1 0.6 1] Weight — 1 0e6 0 gight — 1 0.6 1]
1 1 11 1 17 1
2 1 12 1 18 1
3 1 X 13 1 19 1
4 1 14 1 20 1
5 1 15 1 | 1
B 1 16 1 22 1
¥ 1 23 1
] 1 24 1
9 1
10 1
Totads 7 06 0 Totals 4 1.2 0 Totals G 06 0
Total Score ¥ B0 Tatal Score 520 Total Score 560
CoT RatingPercert [ Green 34% TZ RatingF ercert Gresn 7% PF RatingF ercent Green S3%
HCoT Weighting Factor 3": T=Weighting Factor 2 PF Weighting F actar 1
| 1
------ - ------"-----""-""-""""" —~

‘Weighted P ercent Scores:

i . .
' COT Weighting Factor | et 2
o
----------------- PF-——- 085~~~
Weighted Sverage Score D&a = dat |
.
Fundtional Area Rating Criteria ///
I T Met = Met the standard
| Green B0% to 100% X MwC = Met with Comment
C O Amber T T BO%E fo 7o Not Met = Did not meet thdg
0% to 59% standard

NA/NO = Not Applicable/
Not Observed
HHI = Higher HQs Issue




CCC Recommended Rating

Fecommended Course Rating

School; | | cCourse: [els
Conduct of Training (CaT Training Suppart (TS FProponent Functions (PF
o BT v R 50 HEET ot [ o NSRRI oto [ vt TR
Weight — 1 0.6 0 Weight — 1 0.6 1] gight — 1 0.5 1]
1 1 11 1 17 1
2 1 12 1 18 1
3 1 13 1 19 1
4 1 14 1 20 1
5 1 14 1 21 1
G 1 16 1 22 1
7 1 23 1
g 1 24 1
9 1
10 1
Totsd= 3 24 0 Total=s 2 24 1] Totals G 1.2 1]
Total Scare 740 Total Scare 4.40 Total Score 720
CoT RatingPercent Amber 4% T= RatingF ercert Arher F3% PF Rating/P ercernt Green 0%
CoT Weighting F actor 3 T= Weighting Factar 2 PF WYWeighting Factor 1
‘Weighted P ercent Scores:
CaT 222
T= 1.47
PF 0.90
Weighted Awerage Score nvge = TE

Fundional &rea Rating Criteria

Green 80% to 100%:
Amber E0%. to 79%
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OES Recommended Rating

Recommended Rating for OES

School: | |

Evaluation Date: | |

Conduct of Training (CaT) Training Support (TS Proponent Fundionz (PF)
Combined Awg Percent 0.79 = 9% Combined Awgy P ercent 0.50 = (e Combined Avy Percent 0.56 = SE%
CoT Combined Rating Amber T= Combined Rating Green PF Rating Green
Col Weighting Factor 3 T5 Weighting Factor 2 PF VWeighting F actor 1
“““““““““““““““““““ H Weighted P ercent Scores:
[Mumber of Courses Evaluated [ 2 ] | CoT 238
- TS 1 B0
e | o ) A
! Weighted Average Score oa1 = 31% |
| 1
| 1
1 = . . !
! |Hecummendatmn: Full Accreditation !
e gy —y—— ‘_ _____________________ 1
Fundional Area Rating Criteria | \\\ Accreditation Rating Crteria % Range
Sy d-—dno on EOCE_ —
h - - Inatitution_of Excell 20056
Green S0% to 100% ‘. Full Accreditation 50% to 99% |
Amber GO0% to F9% ST T T ContorE e editatiorr T B0 to 7O
0 R Candidate for &ccreditation 0% to 59%




Questions?




Back-up Slides




Example - RC Training Site

Recommended Courze Ralings

RC Training Site; |

| Courge: |

Conduct of Training (CaT) Training Support (TS
st HHl St Instructions

Weight — 1 0.6 0 Wieight — 1 0.6 0

1 1 11 1 1. Enter the training institution name

2 1 12 1 and course title in the appropriate

3 1 x 13 1 cells,

4 1 14 1

) 1 15 1 2. From the completed Record for

G 1 16 1 b Evaluation of Accreditation Standards,

¥ 1 enterthe numetral "1" in the

g 1 appropriate cell for each standard.

9 1

10 1 3. For marking cells inthe HHI column
Taotd=s g 0.6 0 Tatals 3 1.2 0 uze an "X"instead ofa "1 "
Tatal Score 560 Taotal Scare 4.20
CoT Rating/Percent Green o6% T= RatingP ercent Grezn £4%
Col Weighting Factor ] T= Weighting Factor 2

Weighted P ercent Scores:
CaT 258
TS 1.68
Weighted Average Score 0gs = 85%

Fundional Area Rating Criteria

ErEen 0% to 100%
Amber B9 to Ta9%
IR oo to 5%

11
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